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Fingerprint of D esn odium styracifoliun by HPLC
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ABSTRACT: AM: The fingerprint chmmn atogran sw ere established for quality evaliation ofD esnod im styracjo-
lum collected fran 11 areas by HPLC METHODS The analysis was perfomed on a Phenamsil Cis column
(4 6mm X250 mm, 5 Hm) with aceton itrile- carbinobw ater as mobile phase in a gradientmode at a flow rate of
L OmL/mn and ata colmn temperature of 25C. The detectbn of wavelength was at 272 nrm. RESULTS 11
peakswere selected as the canmon fingerprint peaks The relative standard deviations for relatve retentbn values
and relative peak areas were less than 3% 1 the precision and repeated test the sinilarity of 11 batches of samples
were no less thanQ 9 CONCLUSION: Them ethod is relable and can be hepful on the quality control ofD esno-

dum styracfolium.
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Table 2 Relative retention tine of canm on peaks in sanples fingerprints of Desnod iun styracifolium
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 RSD%
1 0 38 0. 38 0 38 0. 36 Q 38 Q 38 Q37 Q 37 0. 37 Q 37 0. 37 Q 37 1.9
2 Q 41 0. 40 Q 41 0. 39 Q 41 Q0 41 Q40 Q 40 0. 39 Q 40 0. 39 Q0 40 2.1
3 Q 42 0. 42 Q 43 0. 41 0 42 Q 43 Q42 Q 42 0. 41 Q 42 0. 41 Q42 1.9
4 Q 48 0. 48 Q 48 0. 46 Q 48 Q 48 Q0 47 Q 47 0. 47 Q 47 0. 47 Q 47 1.5
5 Q 52 0. 52 Q 55 0. 50 Q0 52 Q52 Q51 Q 51 0. 51 Q 51 0. 51 Q52 25
6 0 58 0. 58 0 58 0. 57 Q 58 Q 58 Q57 Q 57 0. 57 Q 57 0. 57 Q57 1.0
7 0 69 0. 68 0 69 0. 68 0 ® Q 69 0 68 0 68 0. 68 0 68 0. 68 0 68 08
8 Q73 0. 73 Q73 0. 73 Q073 Q73 Q73 Q73 0. 73 Q73 0. 73 Q073 0.0
9 0 83 0. 83 0 83 0. 82 08 Q0 83 Q0 83 0 82 0. 82 0 82 0. 82 Q0 83 0.7
10 Q 95 0. 95 Q 95 0. 95 Q9% Q 95 Q95 Q 95 0. 95 Q 95 0. 95 Q95 0.0
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0.0
3 11
Table 3 Rehtive area of canmon peaks in sam pks fingerprints of D esn odiun s rac jfoliumm
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
1 014 0 12 0. 09 Q0 08 01 0. 08 0. 10 0 10 Q11 013 01
2 033 0. 26 0. 28 Q0 26 028 0. 18 0. 26 Q0 19 Q0 23 Q0 30 0 2
3 Q0 46 0. 36 0. 19 Q0 33 0 33 0. 26 0. 32 Q 27 Q0 34 Q0 44 0 39
4 Q0 31 0. 24 0. 19 Q0 22 Q22 0. 18 0. 21 0 18 Q0 23 Q0 30 0 2
5 Q0 56 0. 47 0. 43 Q51 0 4 0. 36 0. 43 Q0 36 Q 45 Q0 56 048
6 1 45 1. 13 1. 18 143 10, 0. 81 1. 04 0 82 1 07 142 12
7 119 1. 01 0. 91 112 0w 0. 73 0. 93 Q0 74 0 97 117 106
8 Q0 44 0. 36 0. 36 Q 45 0 33 0. 26 0. 32 Q0 26 Q 35 043 Q0 37
9 Q0 09 0. 09 0. 09 0 09 (V0 0. 06 0. 07 Q0 07 0 09 Q0 09 (V0
10 0 31 0. 29 0. 23 Q27 Q029 0. 23 0. 28 Q0 24 Q0 29 Q0 32 028
11 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
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